
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the ~/7 Oocal, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry tating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lan~age);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would illow parents to receive more than
one "iadng Sy:>LCUl,

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program; .

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the F,CC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents:

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State



Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 . . AI Y,
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PT1\ and theHtt+&frZCal, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and Vflorld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip bnd broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you tor this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

"
Sitt/~!XC Pkll~
Your Name Hmnf707L 1Jf}(; IIY· 1/11b
Town, State N.o. of Copies rec'd 0

list ABCDi::
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Fcd~ral Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. lVfajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and !vIedia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. ~y rating system 'Without content descriptions on the screen .mKl
P?blicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Teleconununications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would anow parents to receive
more than one rating system:

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

No. of Copies rec'd,---O_"__
UstABCDE

Sincerelv.., I

Thank you for rhis opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and

families.



FROM THE

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

COUNCIL OF SALTIMORE COUNTY

Chainnan Reed HWldt Commissioners
c/o Federal CommWlications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan HWldt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DoeketNo. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe PTA COWlcil ofBaltimore COWlty to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in TV programming guides is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements ofthe
TelecommWlications Act of 1996. We do not believe this rating system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs ofparents.

Parents must be provided with sufficient information so that they can make the right choices for their children. Give
parents the information they need to do their job. Give them a rating system that will include symbols about the
content ofindividual programs. Allow parents, rather than the TV industry, to judge what program content is
acceptable for their children.

Thank you for this opportWlity to comment on an issue so important to children and families .

.,.. ~inr,telY, r.. /1 1
~vndu~~~

--1inda J. Olszewski, Presid~
PTA Council ofBaltimore COWlty
201 Sandhill Road
Baltimore, MD 21221-3274 o

No. of Copies rec'de-- _
listABCOE
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March 20, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt and the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

I am writing to express my support for a rating system that
includes program content descriptors. As a parent I want to know
how much violence, sexual content and nudity, and what kind of
language is in a TV show. Age based rating systems do not
provide parents with the information they need in order to make
intelligent choices for their children.

Sincerely,

~..~
Nan~es
copy to Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA
330N.
Wabash, Suite 2100
Chicago, IL 60611-3690

o
--------------



Hidenwood Elementary School
501 Blount Pt. Rd.
Newport News, Va. 23606

March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Hidenwood
Elementary School to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system. We feel the rating symbol on the TV screen doesn't
give parents sufficient information so that they can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. We feel that any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

By law, the FCC is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommun­
ications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.
Our PTA board members request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the in­
dustry's rating system. The FCC should accept no rating
system that does not include information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs
of parents. Also that the rating board be independent of
the industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

Thank you for taking this time to understand and hear what we
have to say.

Sincerely,_ I~

Jr;~h~2P~
Mary frances Waller
Corresponding Secretary
PTA Hidenwood Elementary School

No. of Copies rec1d.__O__
List ABeDi: -
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March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55~ FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Westlawn
Elementary School PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
appropriate for their children. Parents want to make choices based
on accurate content information about each program. Any rating
system without content descriptions is useless.

We request the following:

-That under no circumstances the FCC approve the industry's
rating system or any system that does not include content
information such as violence, sexual depiction and nudity, and
language.
-That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to recieve more than one rating system.
-That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents.
-That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Westlawn Elementary School PTA
Danette Carlton, President
W64N319 Madison Ave.
Cedarburg, Wisconsin 53012 No. of Copies rSC'de..-_'__

UstABCDE



Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

--SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

\f'..o~
7/-

\()..-<' d5
-<"D'O' ,7:>"""

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the (\ '"0 (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
tht: TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News mId World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
l\ny rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(tor violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Tinvll, Statt' o

No. of Copies rec'd, _
List ASCDE



----
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do F~dcral Communications COrrunlssion
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. l\Ilajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Fwther,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such \' (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system:

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

~of~/~

No. of Copies recld~_O__
List ABCDE



TARPON SPRINGS FUNDAMENTAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
315m

alllinDilI Reed Huo:It ard RX: C.OIlDIIi'liSiXrts

do ttdml~Coounis!Dt
1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222
WS*"l, IX: ;JJ554

BE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, R:C 97-34

PTA

We are~ on beha1fd tk N:dma1 PfA ard tk Tarpon FUIW::Jall~l1ta1 FJem;::utaiy Scmol PTA to~ our <JWlSirioo to the
\lGIP I3Iing sysrem as peielt1Ed byJd.Vabtti, Ollir d the1V~ Imf*ntidalbt Qoup, onj.muaJy 17, lW7. 11r~
~ on the 1Vs:reen cbes mt poWIe sa6:mt am1ml inbn:r.dbl &- parents to tmkr decisilm about~ i5~
1Vpqpmllillg & 1frir dtim. Ma;<r smveys rebged dis in \\fW:h denLutlidr~ prent fltB;Ur & a~
5J*m 1bat gjves prenIS iI*muaDOO about the UlIJlbIls d pqpIB~ axtductm by tbe NaIbIal PD\ US.~ ard WtdJ
Rqnt, ani MrdiaStudb~. P.Irems do mt want dr 1V iIxhEuy to ilElJRt \\fill ii best &- tmr chikIren. P.umIs
want to make tIDle dDkrs themle1ves lmed on COIllm: inbmatm about the ptW3l1l. ltcrj~ systrm widDut cmtrnt

de!lliJneon tbe !Dtttl ard ptlikPrd ill petbilc a1s tim: amy1VdleduIing ii useless.

The RX:, by law, i5 required to ~11Ii1~ \\bed8' tk Dlustty's~ sysrem his 1m stItlJlmy requirellleflis d the
Tehatdl1Ul~ h:t. d I9%. We 00 mt beIie\e this sysImt cbes so ard ask tim dr RX: mt~ the iRhJ5by rating
~. ~\'R'~the~:

*1lIIl under 00 c:i1t:urmtaIns sfDUkI tbe RX:~ tk ioltmy's~~ RJrdrr, the RX: sInJki lKx:ept 00

~ sysImt tim <Des mt iIdxJe UlI1tf'JJt iUDnmDn about P~llS such a W:r'vi*ncr), S(b lr.XUa1 depctm and
tuJily), ardL(b~);

*1lIIl the~ roo on the 1Vsmen be tmde laqp", tIDe pallillelldyJ*nd on the s:Refl, mI appear nue frequendy
<IuIq the <Xllmle d a ptW3l11;

*1lut the rating board be iozpelldent efthe iOOustty ard tk R:C ard tfIIt it iOOude parents; mI

*1lut any rating~~ by the R:C be ew1uatrd by iRJepefdent rerardl to ~11Ii1~ fit IIftiS the needs
dpums.
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March 19, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N>W>, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I'm writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Hunter High School PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that a parent can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their child. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,

the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so children and families.

L· d Merrily Despain
West Valley City, UT

No. of Copies rec'd,--_O_·__
ListABCDE
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: C8 Docket No. 97-11. FCC 17·34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Rocky Mountain Elementary PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released thia fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not went the TV Industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content inform8tion about the
program. Any rating aye,tern without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industrYs rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does 80 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead.
I request the following:

.. That under no cireumst8ncesshould the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

.. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

.. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

.. That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely, o
No. of Copies rec'd'---__
List ABCOE
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March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. ot Copi~S rec'd_--=='O-..-­
UstABCDE--



March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved bY'the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'dc--_O__
List ABCOE
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
~

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55~ FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the J:\e...~'j~l-~ fTft (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State

No. of Copies rec'd 0
List ASCDE '----
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC
,

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o rederal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainllan Hundt and ConunisslOners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the~dJlftl:<; Oocal, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies CenterfRoper, Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the prognm.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecom.munications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
,hould accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence),S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receIve more than
one raring system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportumtv to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, ~ N 0' o. of Copies rec'd
• A /1- ~ .. , List ABCDE '----:.-

Your Name ~U~ L r {~

Town,Stat~

I( ~~ .!-_K3t _,!IJ~ _
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LAWTON PTA COUNCIL

I

Professional Development Center 2209 N25th Lawton, Oklahoma 73505
March 18, 1997

585·6426, Ext. 22

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, CD 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lawton PTA Council to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/ Roper. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.
The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:
• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the Industry's rating system.

Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language).

• That the FCC require A V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely, tZ _ IL
e~.y~

C'ol 1. Carter, President

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
LISt ABCDE

_.. _-,·,'-_·_.._-'"---_0 -



--­March 20, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the San Ysidro School District PTA Council to voice our
opposition to the v-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about· the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA,
Us. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

-0
~e~'~~I~

Alicia Jime&;"---'- )- .
PTA Council President
San Ysidro, California

No. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE '-----



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rockville Centre PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents, and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely"

No. of Copies rec'd
ListABCDE

o



UNION COUNTY COUNCIL
OF

PARENT-TEACHER ASSOCIATIONS

March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the Union County Council of PTAs to voice our
opposition to the v-chip system that was present on January 17, 1997. The
rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information
so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming
for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret 'Nhat is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on
content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

WE do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

Joan Simon
Union County PTA President
2093 Lentz Avenue
Union, New Jersey 07083

l'~o. of Copies rec'd 6
lISt ABCDE --_---.._-----



1130 PATRICIA DRIVE
BOSSIER CITY, LA 71112
(3 I 8) 742-27 I 5

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the h:/Lllffelf (local; council, dIs­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this f..,11 which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based 011 content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptIons on the screen and publicized in periodlCals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the mdustry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the follow1l1g:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for vioknce), S (for sexual depicrioll and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to cOll1ment all an ISSUl' so important to children and flmilies.

Sincerely,

Atma T. Metrejean
Waller PTA President
Bossier Ci~l, LA 71112

---.

D



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Conumwcations Commission
1919 M. Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lomond View, Weber District,
Utah State PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.
The Rating symbol on the TV screen does not pro~de sufficient content infonnation
so that parents can Irulke decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. 1\tIajor surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content ofprograms
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Iv1edia studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation
about the program. Any rating system 'Without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request
the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. FWiher,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V -chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

.
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently q~. th.e cours~of a program;.- Nv ho-.p!.Y

CLthV ea...c.M~~l~l) r .
Th1t the ~ating board be independent of the industry ~d the FCC, and that it include
parents and;

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families. . 0

' ..I / .' ...J. tt ~~p,.:;s"",'d
Sincere~ina;Wul>{IJ\1e1<J -- _

-.d I~ S73L131DDf;{eo..CfJCJJIJ+\!rew VI1,~41~



SAMPL~TTER TO THE FCC
Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 ~ HS
~ E..LL PDRT . .

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the --.L.ISA (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

SincerelY'~tM'-J-r~

Your%)(~ )

Town, State



--
3242 Rockfish Valley Highway
Nellysford, VA 22958
March 19, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and
FCC Commisioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street NW Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

As a survivor of Domestic Violence who has retreated to Nelson
County to rear my children in a peaceful, moral environment,
I have a stake in ensuring that my five children do not
contribute to the too prevelant violence in our society.
Since I have to work outside the home and cannot personally
watch television with my children whenever it is on, I appeal
to your sensible commission to give us a system which
tells my children which inapproriate stimulation is available.

In a household of five children, age-based rather than
morally~based criteria would exclude unfairly my more
mature, but younger children. Instead I would like to
say to them to measure the worthiness of a show based on
its violence, cursing, or sexual stimulation. How can
the media and television industry interpret which of my kids
should see what--that is a parental/babysitter jUdgement~

Please do not accept a rating system that does not include
content information. Also please show the rating, not just
at the beginning, but throughout the program/to prevent
channel-surfing from selecting an inappropriate drama.
Listen to the parents. Be a parental influence yourself.
Help families make moral entertainment decisions with a
content-based selection system.

Thank you,

f2~~
Nina Beaman
Mom

No. of COpi,:"? ~::c'd 0
listABCD': ---
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... Street N.W., Room 222
'ington, DC 20554

Chain,n Hundt and Commissioners:

JCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th "'letter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the Andrews ·Elelllentary':P:fA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to
i~t~~pretwhat is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on

',' A", nt information aboutthe program.

,FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

that the FCC not approve the industry's rating system. \Ve request the following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCCrequire a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently plaeecJ,.o.nthe screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and tH1tf'ft';;mdude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of pa~

Andrews Element~
our children an

luated by independent research to determine


